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S. Curtis DeVoe
cdevoe@psrh.com

January 28, 2014

Thomas Krueger

Associate Regional Counsel
USEPA Region 5

77 West Jackson Boulevard
Chicago, IL 60604-3590

Re:  Lusher Street Groundwater Contamination Site, Elkhart, Indiana (the
“Lusher Street Site”) — General Notice of Potential Liability to Steel
Dynamics, Ine.
Dear Tom:

Followmg up:o6n our Tecent exchangeof vaitemaild (thank you.for your response),
we 1epreSent Stecl Dynamlcs Tne’ (“SDI”) whith hdsiasked yg1o- fesponidito the'General Notlce
of Llabllll)’ lcttel concer nmfD ‘the Lushér Streét’Site {fonddatl Tanakaof USEPA Reglon S+
addlesscd fo “Mark Mlliett President; Sturgis Trof & Ml Col) I, ¢/6°S1eel Dymainics; Inc
6714 Pointe Invernes% Way lmt Wayne, IN 46804, datéd Noveniber13; 2013« (the“Geneml
Notide LCHG[”) SDIis not 4 corporate affiliatd ¢ or OIIICI‘Wl)Sb telaléd 1o Sturiis Tron & Metal Go:y;
Inc. (“Stargis™) and {hérefore cannot respond 1o a'letter addréssed 1o o intended for Sturgis. We
note, however, that USEPA Region § apparently sent a separate General Notice of Liability letter
concerning the Lusher Street Site to Sturgis at its Sturgis; Michigan address (Sturgis is listed at
the end of the attachments to the General Notice Letter as an additional recipient). We assume,
therefore, that USEPA has concluded that SDI may be a potentially msponmble party (“PRP”) at
the Lusher Street Site because of some relationship between SDI and Sturgis. SDI is not a PRP
at this site. SDI and Sturgis are not related corporate entities, and SDI has not assumed and is
not a successor to Sturgis’ liability concerning the Lusher Street Site (or any other Sturgis
liability). SDI does not and did not own or operate the Lusher Street Site or any part of it, and
did not dispose or treat, or arrange for disposal or treatment of, or arrange or accept for transport
of, any hazardous substance to, at or from the Lusher Street Site. Nor is there any other basis
under which SDI could bc liable for any response or other COSIS 1'eiating to the Lusher Street Site.

SDI did pulchasc and 1 remove an 1nopemllve shredder and reldted equipment from
Sturgxs Flkhart f’lCll!ly a few years ago. However; ST isTéf aWdre of any reledse of hazardous
\substances ator from'the QImgls facnhty in Elkhalt thai' geclirtéd of-6oild have. occuncd in"
‘connectlon with ﬂ]'lt Tihited tmnsactlon andwe ardnol dWareiotlaiiy other basis or theory under
whlch SDI could be 1esponslble for any conditions br ¢osts &t (e’ Stiirgis facility or-the Liusher
Strcét Site” We lespccliully réquest, theréfore; “rh‘nt USEPA témiove SDIfrom thelist of potentlal
PRPs and confirni thal SDI is nol required to respond fuliéi 16 ‘the General Natice Letter.
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Pleasc contact me with any questions.

Sincerely,

S. Curtis DeVoe

SCD/sbm
ge! Brian Winters
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